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PER CURI AM

Jesus Santiago was convicted in 1998 after pleading guilty to
count one of the indictnent: conspiracy to possess with intent to
distribute crack cocaine. Santiago filed a notion in the district
court to dismss count one of the indictnent for |lack of juris-
diction. The district court denied the notion on August 3, 2001.
Santiago did not file a notice of appeal until October 19, 2001.
He did, however, indicate to the district court by a notion to
demand resolution of his prior notion, that he had not received
notice of the judgnent, which he filed on Cctober 2, 2001.

Crim nal defendants have ten days fromthe entry of a fina
order to file a notice of appeal. Fed. R App. P. 4(b). Upon a
findi ng of excusabl e negl ect or good cause, a court nay extend the
appeal period for up to thirty days beyond the expiration of the
ten day appeal period. Fed. R App. P. 4(b)(4). The appeal
peri ods established by Rule 4(b) for crimnal appeal s are mandatory

and jurisdictional. United States v. Raynor, 939 F.2d 191, 197

(4th Cr. 1991). Because Santiago did not file anything with the
court to indicate he wished to file a notice of appeal until after
t he excusabl e negl ect period expired, this court is without juris-
diction to review the appeal.

Accordingly, we dism ss the appeal. We di spense with ora

argunment because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately



presented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not

aid the decisional process.
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